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As I told you Thursday, the Herd end Paul file of varuoue records 
of the Commission court reporting, including covering letters from the local 
0£».S Attorneys, is missing some items. 

In the ease of New Orleans, this allows fascinating conjectures, 
fthat is lacking there is a letter transmitting the transcripts of testimony of 
Garlos Brtnguier, Fhilpi Gere.ee III and Vance Blelocl. lad it ie in this 
testimony, all adduced fey Bringuie that 1 hflve discovered substantive change. 

Tp other cases, the seems to be no isolation of testimony by subject. 
Vhat ia transmitted seems to fee what is available and can fee. 


One possible exception is in the covering letter of Barefoot 
Senders of March 30, which is on eight Dallas Parkland-medical witnesses. 


Many, 


. . if not all (and 1 am not taking the time to check) tbs 
%w Orleans transcripts of the ? and 8 depositions are identified in 

the printed versions as having been taken both days. ££$g^pPQQ* ' 1 

from the other available records, this error was unnecessary. 


%MXK£X£J&£XB dJlBklSHSXdjEX In the list of "Depositions of" (also incomplete, numbering 
but 169 end ending August 24) the depositions ere sc indicated, ©s having been 
tskea both days, I am not now taking the time to cheek, but X find myself won- 
dering if those of which this is true were all Liebeler* s. of course, my 
proper transcripts and the original notes permit no such confusion, which makes 
ma wonder again about the confiscation end destruction of the notes. 


If it is not a simple error that accounts for the absence of e letter 
of transmittal, then there may be significance in its absence and in the strange 
bracketing of these three depositions. Whether or not there is error, if it is 
these threo alone, X believe there is s significance I would like to determine. 
My personal investigations increasingly focus attention on this testimony, its 
deficiencies, omissions, known perjury and alteration by Liebeler to protect 
the known perjury, which was Bringuier’s. 


In this file there is a handwritten note, apparently by Wayne Birdsell, 
on his msmompsper, anyway, reading, "President’s Ooimnission July 9 Does not 
carry % a Vcl. No. It was a meeting of members of the staff Page numbers 
to be left as they are. Next meeting will follow this day - will be Vol, 58". 


This fascinates me. Whet were the mashers of the staff Going having 
a private meeting that required the presences of a court reporter? No such trans- 
cript was printed, of course. Now if we examine the bookkeeping records, we find 
that on the appropriate sheet (they ere not numbered, but they are in sequeae, 
and this one carries the number 45-1400, with the possibility* there is something 
before 43, this copy having not been carried to the left-hond edge) there are two 
TOP 8S0HST jobs lihed through end indicated as "no pages" having been supplied. 
The first, V 0 l 57, is 'lone in thet volume as "Comm" rather than "Deposition". 


•ten copies had originally been indicated. The first following listing is not 

legible, but the word "staff” U clear, the Date i* 7 / lr 

B e dipped xs 7/10, meaning the 


take was of ‘■'uly 9, exactly tbs date of this note. It was packed by 33. and 
shipped via $B, indicating;, I tbjjafc, that Wayne made the delivery . This is 
cowered by Receipt No. 5414 {end the previous entry, of "% Pages”, by Mo. 3588. 

Similarly, Vol. 59, sans bookkeeping sheet, next to bottom entry, 
also "Com”, then lined through and "Ho Pages" indicated, is cowered by Receipt 
Ho. 3512. While most of the items in thisncstry retry are not filled in. It does 
indicate a shipment 8/25, six copies. Shipped By" B K, Receipt No. 3555. 

You know what I have discovered irx the other **^o Pages" items. 

I would appreciate it if these could bo checked out. This also bears on whst 
I asked of you Thursday, ■■ copy of every receipt. T would not suggest inquiry 
of dense, Payne or others for their recollections, et least not at this point. 

Perhaps it is not a warrantee suspicion to wonder what was happening 
at the crossroads, but ~tth the dirty work already known to have taken piece, it 
is also unwise tc assume there was but a single case. 

I would like- to know what members of the staff, for example, if here 
is ait extent record. Or whetarher others than staff members alee were present, 
whether or not- witnesses, 

Jbccept for me, everybody gets paid in some way. Therefore, the billings 
should indicate something, at least the compromise worked out to compensate the 
company and the reporter. Again, you know whet I found in one case. 

If you made copies for yourself, please check to see if you have any 
duplicates. 1 ask this because I have two, sad these could be for s second set. 

T have segregated, if you need. 

With further reference to 7/9, I note whst I can- ot explain. Here there 
is reference to ^ol. Ho. 58, possibly. How this and 59 are Hew Orleans Volumes, 
as the tabulations show. In fact, 52 through 60 are. (In this area, beginning with 
41, only 6 srs not. 37 is also N.O., 78-83, 100,115,13? too.) So, we have what 
also would appear to be a chronological conflict, with Vol. Ho. 58 ( or 57) 
having untyped content fated 7/9, where- re everything else in. that sequence is 
April 7-8. 

I do believe this is worth following carefully, hope you can find the 
time, and that you can make me two copies of everything so I cun more safely 
take one to N.O. with ms. I msy also, wont to visit til© Thomas Co., and if I do 
I think it would be wide to have everything relevant with me. 

Whatever these people do and do not do, can sad cannot, they can count. 
Ward and Raul can and aces keep straight records, at leest in the normal course 
of events. 


